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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-7 and 10-15 are presently active in this case, Claim 15 having been amended 
by way of the present Amendment. 

In the outstanding Official Action, the drawings were objected to under 37 CFR 
1.83(a). The Applicants respectfully submit that the Figures 1-4 clearly depict three sets of 
threadings, as recited in the claims. For example, the figures depict a calibration threading 
17, which is part of the calibration mechanism, a first threading 5, which is part of the first 
retainer mechanism, and a second threading 13, which is part of the second retainer 
mechanism. The Applicants note that the second threading in the embodiment depicted in 
Figure 2, for example, is a groove 13 that is described as having a fairly low-gradient pitch on 
page 5, lines 19-20, of the specification. The pitch of the groove 13 provides for the fine 
adjustment of the pipette. The groove 13 is a thread in the broad sense of the word. The 
specification has been amended to clarify which features of the disclosed, non-limiting 
embodiment correspond to the features recited in the claims. Care has been taken such that 
no new matter has been entered. Accordingly, the Applicants request the withdrawal of the 
objection to the drawings. 

The specification was objected to for failing to provide antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. As discussed above, the specification discloses in the drav^ngs and 
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written description a calibration threading 17, which is part of the calibration mechanism, a 
first threading 5, which is part of the first retainer mechanism, and a second threading 13, 
which is part of the second retainer mechanism. The specification h£is been amended to 
clarify which features of the disclosed, non-limiting embodiment correspond to the features 
recited in the claims, thereby providing clear antecedent basis for the claimed subject matter. 
Accordingly, the Applicants request the withdrawal of the objection to the specification. 

Claims 1-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. As discussed above, the specification discloses in 
the drawings and written description a calibration threading 17, which is part of the 
calibration mechanism, a first threading 5, which is part of the first retainer mechanism, and a 
second threading 13, which is part of the second retainer mechanism. The specification has 
been amended to clarify which features of the disclosed, non-limiting embodiment 
correspond to the features recited in the claims. Accordingly, the Applicants request the 
withdrawal of the rejection of Claims 1-15 under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 

Claim 15 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 1 5 has been amended to correct the antecedent basis 
problem. Accordingly, the Applicants request the v^thdrawal of the indefiniteness rejection. 
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Consequently, in view of the above discussion, it is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is in condition for formal edlowance and an early and favorable 
reconsideration of this application is therefore requested. 
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